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Abstract 
The middle class, as its denomination suggests, is placed between the basis and the top of the social hierarchy, being the most 
active component of the present society (Larionescu, Mărginean, Neagu, 2006; Mărginean, 2011).  
The purpose of our approach is to estimate the size of the middle class from Romania and to determine the possible changes on it 
by the recent economic and financial crisis upon it.  Actually, we have an approach of which shows the probable affiliation to the 
middle class starting from the position of the people on the labour market. We used two reference indicators, school training and 
the nature of the occupation – at least high school training and the non-manual occupations, both management and executive 
positions. The results obtained (AMIGO, INS data) show a substantial increase of the number of people with high school and 
university training during the recent years, as well as of the some occupations specific to non-manual activities, such as 
specialists. If we are taken into consideration the full achievement of those two requirements of the definition mentioned above, 
only one forth of occupied population belongs to the middle class. In the expanded variant of estimation (at least high school 
education for all occupied population) that value reaches to 50%. 
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1. Introduction 
The purpose of this paper is to estimate the size of the middle class from Romania and to notice the possible 
effects of the recent economic and financial crisis on the middle class from Romania. The possible inclusion of the 
people into the middle class relies on the position of the particular people on the labour market. This position is 
characterized by two indicators: non-manual, management and executive occupation; high school and higher 
education. 
Actually, there will be two estimations, one narrowed to the congruent values of the two indictors mentioned 
above, the core of the middle class, and a broader estimation produced by the education indicator, whose target 
values (at least high school education) exceed substantially the sphere of the non-manual occupations. 
Such enlargement is justified by the fact that school education influences the overall activity of the people, 
including the way in which they relate to the work they are performing, to the system of values they promote, to the 
cultural behaviours and life styles, to the social and politic activism, etc. 
The analysed information come from the quarterly Survey of the household work force (AMIGO) which the 
National Institute for Statistics started in 1996 on country-wide representative samples, information included in 
TEMPO database. The reference period for our analysis is 2008 to 2012, the first year preceding the onset of the 
economic and financial crisis in Romania. 
 
2. Theoretical and methodological references for the determination of the middle class size 
 
The middle class is part of the social structure and, as its denomination suggests, it ranks between the 
classes/groups from the basis of the social hierarchy and those from its top, although we cannot speak of a distinct 
separation between them. 
Without detailing now and here about the definition of the social structure and social classes, or to debate the fact 
whether we can still speak of social classes in the current society, or merely of systems of social stratification. In 
other words, do we have now societies with social classes, status societies or sui generis combinations of the two 
possibilities, the latter option seeming to be the most likely. 
Beyond any dispute such as the ones above, it is accepted the idea that the social space consists of a large number 
of positions with specific characteristics (occupational, educational, of power, income, social prestige, life style, 
etc.) arranged on the horizontal and vertical, which the people hold within the society, as shown one way or another 
by reputed authors on this subject, from Marx, Weber and Sorokin to Giddens, Goldthrope and many others 
(Larionescu, Mărginean, Neagu, 2006, 2007). The human societies too, can be classified into closed societies, with 
limited opportunities for mobility towards high social statuses, dominated by the processes of inheritance/self-
replication of the social status, and open societies, in which the social ascension is possible (Mărginean, 2004). A 
very important subject in this field refers to the opportunities of social access of the people having the same level of 
competence, but different social origins (Boudon, 1973; Georgescu, 1998). The higher level of education is highly 
functional, but doesn’t seem to matter too much in competition with the determinism exerted by the social origin. 
Speaking of the middle class, we may see that it has a hierarchical, stratified configuration, progressing from 
relative modest social standings to the top positions. One may notice situations of congruence or incongruence 
between the values of the characteristic indicators (such as high level of education and a rather simple work). 
The interest to estimate the size of the middle class in Romania comes from the fact that it is the most active 
social segment, showing a significant force to contribute to the overall development of the society. On the other 
hand, as the level of school education increases, a process of diploma decay takes place. While several decades 
before, a particular occupational activity could be performed by persons with no training at all, or with a basic 
training, those jobs require now complete middle class education, while the jobs performed earlier by middle class 
graduates require no high school education. In turn, the high school graduates are now replaced by higher education 
graduates in many activities. 
In order to make an estimate of the middle class, we consider the occupied population; therefore, this is the 
estimation of the professional middle class. Our analysis starts from two reference indicators: 1) at least high school 
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education; 2) non-manual management and execution activities. 
While the selection of people is clear for the first indicator, and we only have to highlight its significance, things 
are different regarding the second indicator. We started from the classification of occupations in Romania (COR), 
developed in agreement with the International Standard Classification of Occupations (ISCO 88 until 2010 and 
ISCO 08, as of 2011). This classification includes 9 major groups of occupations, the first four ones being included 
in the non-manual category. According to ISCO 08, the nine major groups of occupations are: 1) Members of 
legislative body, of the executive, high officials of public administration, leaders and senior civil servants (until 
2011 the name was: Member of legislative body, executive leaders of public administration, leaders and clerks of 
socio-economic and political units); 2) Specialist in various activity fields (Specialist with intellectual and scientific 
occupations, until 2011); 3) Technicians and other specialists in technical field (Technicians, foreman and 
assimilated, until 2011); 4) Civil servants; 5) Service workers (Operative workers in services, trade and assimilated, 
until 2011); 6) Skilled agricultural, forestry and fishery workers (Farmers and skilled workers in agriculture, forestry 
and fishery); 7) Craft and related trades workers (Artisans and handicraftsmen in machinery and installations – 
maintenance and adjustment, until 2011); 8) Other categories of occupations with skilled, including armed forces 
occupations; 9) Unskilled workers.  
The analysed data come from the country-wide survey of the labour force (AMIGO) conducted quarterly by the 
National Institute for Statistics whose data area published both in the Statistic Yearbook and in Tempo database. 
According to this survey, the occupied population is larger than the one determined using the labour force 
balance, because it also took into consideration the persons who, although didn’t work at least one hour, or at least 
15 hours for the agricultural workers, during the week of the survey, were sure to return to work immediately after, 
had the labour contract suspended for maternity leave, leave to raise the child, or for other reasons, as well as the 
apprentices.  
On the other hand, in this year too, several reclassifications of occupations occur:  from the second group to the 
third group and, particularly, from the third group to the second group. These changes increased a lot, in 2011, the 
occupied population from group two and decreased strongly the occupied population from group number three. 
Therefore one cannot show clearly the possible effects of the economic and financial crisis on these groups of 
occupations, but the overall estimation of the middle class dimension is not affected.  
Another aspect is that in 2011, the people engaged in agricultural activities but who were not the owners of their 
production, or if the production covered only a small part of the consumption, or were doing it just as hobby, were 
not eligible. This change of eligibility decreased significantly the volume of the population occupied in the major 
occupational group number 6, and, therefore, the total number of the occupied population. Finally, the previous 
attempts (2006 and 2011) to determine the size of the middle class included the first five major groups. This time, 
however, we developed two variants: a narrow one including the first four major groups with at least high education, 
and a broader one, on the basis of the high-school and higher education from all occupational groups.  
We will show first the evolution of the number of people occupied during the reference period (2008-2012) 
according to the 9 major occupational groups, and will then show the variants of estimating the size of the middle 
class in Romania. 
3. Occupied population in Romania  
Using AMIGO data, the volume of the occupied population decreased in 2009 (due to the economic and financial 
crisis) and in 2011 (at least partially due to the reconsideration of the agricultural workers eligibility). On the other 
hand, the value from 2009 remained constant in 2010 too, while it increased slightly in 2012, without reaching, 
however, the value of the first year of the reference period (Table 1). 
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Table 1. Dimension of the occupied population in Romania, by major groups (thousands people and percents) 
Major group 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 
1. 233 (2.5) 206 (2.2) 184 (2.0) 192 (2.1) 203 (2.2) 
2. 950 (10.1) 954 (10.3) 1000 (10.8) 1276 (14.0) 1253 (13.5) 
3. 860 (9.2) 864 (9.4) 836 (9.0) 622 (6.8) 600 (6.5) 
4. 450 (4.8) 451 (4.9) 430 (4.7) 382 (4.2) 380 (4.1) 
5. 945 (10.1) 1016 (11.0) 1042 (11.3) 1168 (12.8) 1210 (13.1) 
6. 2224 (23.7) 2221 (24.0) 2242 (24.3) 2108 (23.0) 2165 (23.4) 
7. 1528 (16.3) 1461 (15.8) 1408 (15.2) 1423 (15.6) 1450 (15.6) 
8. 1124 (12.0) 1080 (11.7) 1029 (11.1) 1007 (11.0) 1025 (11.0) 
9. 1055 (11.3) 990 (10.7) 1068 (11.6) 960 (10.5) 987 (10.6) 
Total 9369 (100%) 9243 (100%) 9239 (100%) 9138 (100%) 9263 (100%) 
Annual rate indicator 
(% compared to the previous year) 
100 98.6 100.0 98.9 101.4 
Dynamics 2008-2012 (%) 100 98.6 98.6 97.5 98.9 
Source: AMIGO, INS, processing done by the author 
 
Regarding the distribution by the 9 major groups of occupation, changes were noticed during the five years that 
were analysed. At the end of the interval (in 2012), only group 2 (redirected from group 3) and 5 showed increases, 
while the other major groups showed decreases. The module of distribution rests with group 6 (Skilled agricultural, 
forestry and fishery workers) even after the restricted eligibility from 2011, while the lowest frequency was noticed 
in the first group followed by groups 4 and 3 (due to the redirection towards group 2). A special notice regards the 
high proportion of unskilled population (group 9). 
 
4. Estimation of the middle class in Romania 
 
4.1. Narrow estimation of the middle class in Romania 
The narrow estimation the middle class dimension, the core, involved meeting both conditions of eligibility: non-
manual occupational activities, ISCO major groups 1-4; at least high school education. 
Very close values resulted for all the years analysed, which means that the size of the middle class, in the narrow 
version, stagnated over the four years interval. The economic and financial crisis didn’t decrease significantly the 
size of the middle class in the narrow version, but it obviously hindered it growth (Table 2). 
 
Table 2. Size of the middle class in Romania (the narrow version) 
 
 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 
Middle class size (thousands people) 2,342 2,345 2,337 2,372 2,346 
Annual rate (% compared to the 
previous year) 
100 100.1 99.6 101.5 98.9 
Dynamics 2008-2012 (%) 100 100.1 99.8 101.3 100.2 
Source: AMIGO, INS, processing done by the author 
 
If we relate the size of the middle class in the narrow version, to the total number of the occupied population, the 
relative frequencies range between 25-26, the latter value being recorded in 2011, when the number of the occupied 
population decreased due to the narrow eligibility regarding the people working in agriculture (Table 3). 
 
Table 3. Size of the middle class in the narrow version, related to the number of the occupied population  
 
 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 
Proportion of the middle class in the 
narrow version out of the number of the 
occupied population - % 
 
25.0 
 
25.3 
 
25.3 
 
26.0 
 
25.3 
Source: AMIGO, INS, processing done by the author 
 
In 2002 (the data can be compared to this year, but not to the previous period), the volume of the middle class in 
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the narrow version was of 1,961 thousand people, which accounted for 21.1% of the number of the occupied 
population. This means that in 2002-2008, period characterized by economic growth, the middle class in the narrow 
version increased by 3.8 percent points, the difference for the interval 2008-2012 being of just 0.3 percent points. 
While in the first interval of comparison, the volume of the middle class in the narrow version reached 119.4% 
compared to the first year, in the second interval, the final value was of just 100.2%.  
 
4.2. Estimation of the middle class size in the broader version. 
The second variant of estimation of the middle class in Romania refers to all the occupied people who graduated 
at least the high school. This time, the estimated values increase, in each year, of the period of reference, from 
46.7% in the first year to 52.7% in the last year of survey (Table 4). 
 
Table 4. Size of the middle class in the boarder version 
 
 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 
Middle class size (thousands people) 4,379 4,476 4,580 4,735 4,888 
Proportion of the occupied population 46,7 48,4 49,6 51,8 52,7 
Annual rate (% compared to the 
previous year) 
100 102.2 102.3 103.4 103.2 
Dynamics 2008-2012 (%) 100 102.2 104.6 108.1 111.5 
Source: AMIGO, INS, processing done by the author 
 
One may say that, while the growth is not spectacular, the rate of increase is significant in this estimation. 
Therefore, even under the circumstances of the economic and financial crisis, the workforce quality improved in 
Romania, which can also be noticed in some of the major occupational groups (Table 5). 
 
Table 5. Evolution of the middle class size by major groups of occupation (absolute values, in thousand persons, 2008 - 2012) 
 
Major groups 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 
1 205 (100%) 182 (88.7) 167 (81.5) 179 (87.3) 189 (92.2) 
2 949 (100%) 953 (100.4) 999 (105.3) 1271 (133.9) 1256 (133.3) 
3. 798(100%) 816 (102.2) 790 (99.6) 578 (72.4) 528 (66.2) 
4 391 (100%) 394 (100.8) 381 (97.4) 345 (88.2) 346 (88.5) 
5 572 (100%) 641 (111.9) 691 (120.0) 765 (133.7) 815 (142.5) 
6 235 (100%) 257 (109.3) 269 (114.5) 291 (123.8) 337 (143.4) 
7 538 (100%) 538 (100.0) 541 (100.5) 569 (105.7) 609 (113.4) 
8 509 (100%) 515 (101.2) 536 (105.3) 535 (105.1) 609 (107.0) 
9 183 (100%) 180 (98.3) 206 (113.1) 201 (109.8) 223 (121.9) 
Source: AMIGO, INS, processing done by the author 
 
Thus, six of the nine major groups showed increases, the largest values being noticed for the agricultural, forestry 
and fisheries workers, for the services workers and for the specialists. Three of the four major groups that form the 
middle class in the narrow version displayed decreases, affecting mostly the technicians (group narrowed due mostly 
to the 2011 recoding, however, part of the decrease is related directly or indirectly to the crisis), group four, civil 
servants, and group one, members of legislative bodies of the executive, high officials of public administration, 
leaders and senior civil servants. 
This time the comparison with the 2002-2008 period reveals a higher rate of increase for the 2008-2012 interval. 
Thus, in 2002, with a volume of 3,789 people, the middle class accounted for 41% of the occupied population and 
reached 46.7% in 2008, the increase being of 5.7 percent points, i.e. 11.6% over six years, compared to the increase 
of 6 percent points, i.e. 11.5% over four years (2009-2012). 
Following are shown the opportunities of increase of the middle class in the broader version by group of 
occupation and the dynamics of each group of occupation. 
As expected, the major groups 1-4 (non-manual) show the highest proportions, their values remaining high over 
the entire period (Table 6). 
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Table 6. Source of recruitment for the middle class in the broader version  (percent from the total of each major occupational group) 
 
Major groups 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 
1 88.0 88.7 90.7 93.2 93.0 
2 99.9 99.8 99.9 99.7 99.6 
3. 92.8 94.4 94.6 92.1 93.8 
4 86.9 87.4 86.6 90.3 88.8 
5 60.5 63.1 66.4 65.6 67.3 
6 10.5 11.5 12.0 13.8 15.6 
7 35.2 36.8 38.4 40.0 42.0 
8 45.2 47.7 52.1 53.2 53.7 
9 17.3 18.2 19.2 21.0 22.5 
Source: AMIGO, INS, processing done by the author 
 
At the same time, the other occupational groups also have a higher contribution to the formation of the broader 
middle class, particularly major groups five, eight and seven. However, we must also notice group nine, unskilled 
people, with a high proportion of the persons having at least high school education. 
Mainly, the people with high school education and less, the people with higher education, displayed each year an 
increasing contribution to the formation of the middle class (Table 7). 
 
Table 7. Contribution of the different levels of school education to the formation of the broader middle class  
(thousand people, 2008=100%) 
 
 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 
Higher 1386 1428 (103.0) 1480 (106.8) 1606 (115.8) 1660 (119.8) 
Post high school 402 398 (99) 387 (96.2) 370 (92.0) 357 (88.8) 
High school 2591 2649 (102.2) 2713 (104.7) 2760 (106.5) 868 (110.7) 
Source: AMIGO, INS, processing done by the author 
 
In the future too, we may expect an increase of the volume of occupied population having high school and higher 
education, and this will be accomplished in two ways. One way is the natural way, so to say, by the replacement of 
generations (the generation coming into activity has a higher level of education than the generation that retires). The 
second way depends on the economic circumstances, i.e. favourable conditions for job creation and drawing the 
unemployed people into activity, the new jobs and the reorganised older jobs stimulating the category of complex 
non-manual activities specific to the knowledge-based society. 
 
Conclusions 
 
The use of the two variants of estimating the size of the professional middle class from Romania, one narrowed 
to the non-manual occupation and to the population with at least high school education, and the other one broadened 
to cover all the occupied population that has at least high school education, showed highly relevant facts. First, the 
congruent (the core) professional middle class is still of modest dimensions in Romania (quarter of the occupied 
population). However, if we expand the determination of the dimension to include all people having at least high 
school education, the values become significant (in excess of 50% in 2011 and 2012). 
We may expect even better figures in the future, both for the narrow middle class and for the broader middle 
class, due to the replacement of the working generations and due to the economic development of the knowledge-
based society. However, as long as the state of economic uncertainty, still present in the Romanian economy, in 
Europe and worldwide is not surmounted, it is difficult to anticipate how this latter configuration will look like.  
Middle class structure is hierarchized, both according to the values of the two indicators used to determine it 
(level of education and groups of education), and according to several other characteristics: income, political power, 
life style, prestige, etc. 
793 Ioan Mărginean /  Procedia Economics and Finance  22 ( 2015 )  787 – 793 
 
References 
Boudon, Raymond, 1973,  L’inegalite des chances, Armand Colin, Paris. 
Georgescu, M., A., 1998, Educaţie şi mobilitate socială, Editura Tipomur, Târgu Mureş 
Mărginean, I., 2004, Studii de sociologie, calitatea vieţii şi politici sociale, Editura Universităţii din Piteşti 
Larionescu, M., Mărginean, I., Neagu, G., 2006, 2007, Constituirea clasei mijlocii în România, Editura Economică, Bucureşti 
Mărginean, I., 2011, Tendinţe recente în constituirea clasei mijlocii în România, Revista Calitatea Vieţii nr. 1/2011, Editura Academiei Române, 
Bucureşti,   pp. 3-11 
Research on Labor Forcea, AMIGO, INS, database TEMPO. https://statistici.insse.ro/shop/index.jsp?page=tempo2&lang=ro&context=15 
 
 
 
 
 
 
